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• KOEHLER NAMED PRESIDENT

-------------------------------

our cover

"I am deeply moved by the aetion of the Board and gravely aware of
the responsibilities of the future. I am highly honored
to be associated with the quality faculty,
administration,
staff and students of Whitworth College.
I am proud to be engaged in the stimulating
enterprise of higher education
in our beloved city of Spokane and the Inland Empire.
Building on the foundation iaid by Dr. Frank F. Warren and others, I shall
strive to lead Whitworth to reflect intellectual integrity
and spiritual vitality. The liberal arts program of
Whitworth College,
with its unique blend of quality academic achievement and creative
Christian experience is sorely
needed in these trying times. I call on all
alumni and friends to join with us in the exciting adventure of
making Whitworth's future contribution even greater than its
successful past. With God's gracious guidance it will be so,"
stated Dr. Mark L. Koehler, Whitworth's thirteenth president,
immediately after his appointment.
For more comments, facts, and photos of the new chief executive
turn to page two.
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advancement of private Christian higher education.
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Washington.
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ORGAN DEDICATED

WHITWORTH COLLEGE
This section of gleaming precision
machined organ pipes forms an interesting view for Cowles Memorial
Auditorium audiences. These visual,
functional sound cylinders are only
a small part of Whitworth's
new
1800-pipe Moller Organ, the installation of which was completed last
March I. Near the stage hundreds
of pipes can be seen on projections
extended from each side of the
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KOEHLER NAMED PRESIDENT
Dr. Mark L. Koehler, long-time Whitworth affiliate, graduate,
and former executive vice-president, is the thirteenth
man to occupy Whitworth's presidential chair.

auditorium.

World renowned
organist, E.
Power Biggs, performed
the first
recital

on the four-manual,

38-rank

instrument
April 20 after the
$58,000 installation had been dedicated earlier in the day. Biggs, who
has performed on the major organs
of the world with leading orchestras,
drew an over-flow crowd for the
concert.
In a surprise

announcement,

the

donor of the organ requested that
it be "dedicated to the glory of God
and the memory of Dr. Frank F.
Warren." Dr. Koehler presented the
organ keys to Mrs. Warren and she
in turn gave them to Anna J. Carrel,
Whitworth
organ professor. The
Warren Memorial Organ actually
consists of five organs-a
great,
swell, choir, pedal and antiphonal.
Whitworth owes a debt of gratitude to Milton Johnson, organ committee chairman, and his associates,
Mrs. Carrel, Mrs. Grant Dixon, Sr.,
and Dr. C. Harold Einecke, for their
untiring efforts which have given
Whitworth
what is reported to be
"one of the finest pipe organ installations in the Northwest."

HONEST TO GOD
Dr. Richardson and Dr. Yates, whose writings you have read
in previous issues, offer opposing critiques of the
Bishop's provocative book.

THE MONEY BEHIND OUR COLLEGES
Are America's colleges and universities
in good financial health-or
bad? Only you can answer
after reading this comprehensive report.

$1 MILLION CAMPAIGN LAUNCHED
A director has been named and Synod's new endowment of
Whitworth
College is underway. The goal is ambitious but
with dedicated committment it is not unattainable.

4 FINANCIAL AID
21 PIRATE SPORTS

22 NEWS
24 ALUMNEWS

-----------------------------------------------------"1"'"--

Dr. Mark L. Koehler, former executive vice-president of Whitworth College, was named the 13th president of the Presbyterian-related
Spokane college on
May 29. Albert Arend, chairman of the Board of
Trustees, made the announcement following Koehler's
approval by thirty-five trustees at their regular spring
meeting held on campus.
Arend noted that Koehler had proven himself to be
an able administrator during his term as executive vice-

and the general public."
Dr. Koehler, who succeeds the late Dr. Frank F.
Warren who died last December 10, after serving the
college for 23Y2 years, is a 49-year-old Whitworth
graduate. He was officially presented to the 74th
graduating class of the college at commencement exercises May 31. Arend said the presidential inauguration
would be this fall but no specific date had been set.
It was at the commencement of 1962 that the late
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president and said further, "His high sense of personal
integrity has won the confidence of the staff and Iaculty. His youthful enthusiasm has endeared him to the
students." He added that "Whitworth's unique Christian emphasis so ably expressed by the late Frank
Warren will continue under Dr. Koehler," The board
chairman concluded, "The large number of candidates
considered gives the selection of the name of Mark
Koehler special significance. He has the full confidence
and support of the board as he leads the college in
the years ahead."
Arend said Koehler's appointment came following
the report of the trustees' nine-member president seeking committee. Two faculty, Dr. Edwin Olson and Dr.
Fenton Duvall, and two alumni, Edward Unicume and
Stanley Gwinn, served on the committee as non-voting
advisory members.
Trustee Kenneth Myers, chairman of the committee,
reported to the board, "After seven five-hour meetings
over the past four months to consider fifty candidates
for the Whitworth presidency, our committee cast a
unanimous ballot recommending Dr. Koehler as the
next president of Whitworth College. We are confident
he is the man who most completely meets our criteria
of sound administrative ability; academic stature represented by degrees and experience in teaching and
business; good rapport with the United Presbyterian
Church, USA; a fresh approach to programming and
planning in funding, building, curriculum, faculty and
students; and good public relations in student procurement, public speaking and approach to foundations

Dr. Warren announced that Koehler would serve as
executive vice-president.
The new position marks
another forward step in the dynamic career of the
slender Whitworth administrator.
He was graduated from Whitworth in 1937 with a
Bachelor of Arts in economics "when," in his words,
"there were about 200 students and we rushed out
and enrolled anyone who walked across campuswhich consisted, by the way, of only three buildings
and a lot of pine trees." During those days Koehler
won a place in the memory of Pirate athletic fans as
a star basketball player and won the first Pirate Most
Inspirational Player award.
The new president graduated with highest honors
from San Francisco Theological Seminary in 1939 and
was ordained by the Presbytery of Spokane in that
same year. After receiving a Master of Theology degree
from Princeton Seminary, Koehler returned to Whitworth to become Chairman of the Bible and Christian
Education Department frm 1943 to 1949. He left Whitworth to become pastor of the First Presbyterian
Church of Yakima from 1950 to 1962. He didn't, however, sever his relationship with the college as he
became a trustee in 1950.
He was awarded an honorary doctor of divinity degree by the University of Dubuque (Iowa) in 1945
and last month was awarded an honorary doctor of
laws degree from Hastings College (Nebraska).
The Koehler's daughter, Michal, graduated summa
cum laude from Whitworth last month and received
the Alumni Ideals Award and the President's Cup.

In left photo, President Koehler is congratulated
by trustee C. Davis Weyerhaeuser,
Tacoma, while trustees Robert G. Howell, Seattle, and
Carroll Hull, Yakima, wait to offer their congratulations
;ust after Koehler's appointment.
Koehler presents Whitworth's
new First Lady to
board members Sheldon Price, Wenatchee,
Charles Muir, Seattle, Philip Hitchcock, White Swan, and C. E. Polhemus, Spokane, in center
photo. In photo at right, Dr. Koehler makes his first public appearance follOWing his appointment,
to the students, faculty and guests at
Commencement,
presented by Albert Arend. chairman of the Board of Trustees.

HONEST TO

GOD-acomparativebook

review by two of Whitworth's
competent teacher-scholars
E. RICHARDSON, PH.D.
Chairman, English Dept.

most

E. YATES, PH.D.
Chairman, Philosophy Dept.

KENNETH

LAWRENCE

Honest To God, we are told,
has stirred the greatest theological debate since the writings of Luther. What is so
eontroversial about this book?
What has John A. T. Robinson of the Church of England
tried to be honest about?
Bishop Robinson
honestly
asks if we have not substituted
OUf time-honored
conceptions of God for God Himself.
He asks if we have not made OUf limited patterns of
presenting and explaining God an absolute condition
for accepting and experiencing Him. He asks us, in a
word, if we have not made the unconditional
Cod
conditional by the way we think and talk about Him.
How is it that these questions, seemingly innocent
enough, stir up such a controversy? The answer is plain,
I think: we are asked to re-examine the way we "picture" God, and any re-examination is painful, especially
when it challenges familiar thoughts and offers new
directions from new, "liberal" thinkers.
The Bishop employs the work of Paul Tillieh, Dietrich
Bonhoeffer, and Rudolph Bultmann to ask some probing questions about God, the world, and the gospel.
T'illich is used to explore the question of whether or
not it is correct to conceive of God in natural terms
as a Person or supra-natural
terms as a sort of superPerson. Tillich rejects both of these and conceives of
God as Spirit and attempts to express this in the existential phrase, "God is the ground of all Being." The
reaction here is the question, "Well, if God is not a
Person how then is he personal?" And Bishop Robinson
says this is the type of question we must honestly face.
Bonhoeffer adds to Bishop Robinson the idea of a
"worldly Christianity."
This is, the twentieth century
has "come of age" and must be addressed as an intelligent adult. The world will not respond out of fear or
intimidation;
therefore, Bonhoeffer and Robinson feel
it is a burden upon Christianity
to become relevant
in secular terms. Bultmann's thought leads the Bishop
to re-examine those things that really constitute the
gospel. That is, we must be willing to see the conceptional apparatus in the gospel and not confuse it with
the real message-the
gospel must be de-mythologized

One of the most controversial books to come off the press
in recent times is Honest To
God by J. A. T. Robinson.
Angliean Bishop of Woolwieh,
England. We will, first of all,
give in ~ummary Robinson's
position and then proceed to
evaluate it.
Rejecting as unacceptable to
-4
modern man the supernatural framework of the Christian message, Robinson bases all his thinking on what
he considers to be the nature of Ultimate
Reality
which he calls love. This has been revealed in Jesus
Christ, in his life, death and resurrection. Man instinctively recognizes such love and in the revelation, especially on the cross, "we encounter God, the ultimate
depth of our being."
The result of this is somehow to produce in man
the "new morality" which follows not as an irrelevant
appendage but of necessity. In acknowledging the revelation of the Divine Love one is made capable of handling any moral situation, being motivated solely by "the
uneonditional
love of Jesus Christ."
This, in our view, is not a true interpretation
of
Christianity. Robinson has taken the Christian message
and "adjusted" it to fit his own ideas. Christ's death
on the cross is indeed the revelation of God's love, but
it is a love for lost sinners which gives its all to break
the power of sin and restore men to fellowship with
Himself. But where is justice in Robinson's presentation? There can be no place for it.
Because God is only love and not justice, man is
really not a sinner. Salvation for Robinson means letting go of the Bibieal image of God as both judge and
savior and "realizing" the depth of God within us. To
buttress his position he cites Paul's experience on Mars
Hill (Aets 17: 16-32). The good Bishop eould hardly
use the story of Paul's defense before Felix (Aets 24:25)
who became alarmed when he heard of the judgment
to come (the Greek word used here, emphobos, connotes terror.)
Robinson's "new morality" is governed solely by the
ground of one's being, which is love. Such love, he
says, has a "built-in moral compass." This is surely a

(continued p. 25)
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about this report

'WHIT'WORTH
FINANCIAL AID
by Dr. Robert L. McCleery
I

Dean of Students

The Financial Aid Committee 01 Whitworth College
operates under the philosophy as interpreted
by the
Board 01 Trustees that the student body 01 the college
should be made up of representatives of various economic groups. For this reason, financial aid is an important and integral part of the college structure.
Assuming that a young person admitted to Whitworth
College by the Admissions Committee is one who would
profit from a Whitworth education and make a positive
contribution to the community, every effort is made by
the Committee to help provide the lunds necessary lor
matriculation and continuance at Whitworth.
During the 1963-64 school year, the lollowing financial aids were provided:
Financial Aid Area
Scholarships & Grants

NDEA Loans
Other Loans..

226
23

129,964.00
13,770.00

Students working on campus

358

102,994.00

Average
Per Student

$422.28
575.00
598.60
287.69

$402,409.00
It should be noted that among the students recervrng
financial aid, only approximately
75% of their need
was met by these means.
Whitworth College is a member 01 the College Entrance Examination Board and is also a member of the
Scholarship Service. CSS is made up of 532 college
comprising the outstanding collegiate institutions in
the nation. It has been increasingly the philosophy that
in most cases financial need should be a primary consideration in the granting of student financial aid and
that all other possible resources should be used to recognize and honor students of outstanding achievements.
This is not to say that academic achievement is not
an integral and important factor in the granting of
financial aid lor the general policy 01 the Financial Aid
Committee has been that insofar as possible, the need
of students requesting assistance will be met by the
Committee, but those students who maintain excellent
grade point averages should have their need met to a
larger proportion through scholarship grants, and to a
lesser proportion through loans. On the other hand,
those students achieving less significant academic rec-

TOTAL

4

Number
of Student
Amount
352
$155,681.00

This objective and lactual analysis (and that by Dr.
McCleery) 01 the complicated matter 01 coIlege and
university financing is inserted to help you face the
awesome responsibility of preparing for education
beyond the twelve years 01 public or private school. It
was prepared by Editorial Projects lor Education, a
non-profit organization associated with the American
Alumni Council, 01 which the Whitworth alumni association is a member.
To help you compare the financial support of Whitworth with other institu tions of the nation, we have
included the following income percentage ligures lor
1962-63.
Public
All
Tujtion & Fees
Federal Government.
(Gifts, Grants,
Contracts)
State Government _
(Legislative
appropriation)
Local Government
Private Gifts &
Grants
Other General _ .
(Endowments, etc.)
Auxiliary

Institutions

Institutions

(Average)

(State Assisted)

Whitworth
Gollege

20.7
l8.9

10.0
18.6

48.3
2.1

22.9

39.7

0.0

•

0.0

2.6

9.4

•

7.l
2.7

17.S

•

36.0

•

3.8

6.4

2.3

Enterprises
(Residence halls, etc.)
Student Aid Income.
1.6
* Percentage figures not available,

We urge you to read critically "The Money Behind
Our Colleges" and retain it for future reference.
ords are normally provided with somewhat smaller
scholarship grants and larger loan offers.
Student work is not normally assigned by the Financial Aid Committee. It is assumed that for various
reasons, work might or might not be appropriate for
an individual student and that in addition, various
amounts of work might be of no academic significance
to one student, but might be a serious detriment to the
academic achievement of another. At any rate, the
placement office of Whitworth College stands ready to
assist all students who are seeking work.
In summary,
then, Whitworth
College offers to
needy students a financial aid package involving scholarship grants, loans of various kinds, and work. It is the
awesome task of this committee to work with the family in helping each qualified student to attend Whitworth College.

•

The
Money
Behind
Our Colleges
colleges and universities in good financial healthor bad?
Are they pricing themselves out of many students' reach? Or can-and
should-students and their parents carry a greater share of the cost of
higher education?
Can state and local governments appropriate more money for higher
education? Or is there a danger that taxpayers may "revolt"?
Does the federal government-now the third-largest provider of funds
to higher education-pose a threat to the freedom of our colleges and
universities? Or is the "threat" groundless, and should higher education
seek even greater federal support?
ARE AMERlCA'S

.!'1.

Can private donors-business

corporations, religious denominations,

foundations, alumni, and alumnae-increase

their gifts to colleges

and universities as greatly as some authorities say is necessary? Or has

private philanthropy gone about as far as it can go?
There is no set of "right" answers to such questions. College and
university financing is complicated, confusing, and often controversial,

and even the administrators of the nation's institutions of higher learning
are not of one mind as to what the best answers are.

One thing is certain: financing higher education is not a subject for
"insiders," alone. Everybody has a stake in it.

T

most of America's colleges and universities manage
to make ends meet. Some do not: occasionally, a college shuts

HESE

DAYS,

its doors, or changes its character, because in the jungle of educational

,

financing it has lost the fiscal fitness to survive. Certain others, qualified
observers suspect, hang onto life precariously, sometimes sacrificing
educational quality to conserve their meager resources. But most U.S.
colleges and universities survive, and many do so with some distinction.
On the surface, at least, they appear to be enjoying their best financial
health in history.
The voice of the bulldozer is heard in our land, as new buildings go
up at a record rate. Faculty salaries in most institutions-at critically
low levels not long ago-are, if still a long distance from the high-tax
brackets, substantially better than they used to be. Appropriations of
state funds for higher education are at an all-time high. The federal
government is pouring money into the campuses at an unprecedented
rate. Private gifts and grants were never more numerous. More students
than ever before, paying higher fees than ever before, crowd the classrooms.

How real is this apparent prosperity? Are there danger signals? One
purpose of this report is to help readers find out.
ow DO colleges and universities get the money they run on?
By employing a variety of financing processes and philosophies.
By conducting, says one participant, the world's busiest patchwork
quilting-bee.
U.S. higher education's balance sheets-the latest of which shows the
country's colleges and universities receiving more than $7.3 billion in
current-fund income-have been known to baffle even those men and
women who are at home in the depths of a corporate financial statement. Perusing them, one learns that even the basic terms have lost their
old, familiar meanings.

H

Where U.S. colleges
and universities
get their income

"Private" institutions of higher education, for example, receive enor-

mous sums of "public" money-including more federal research funds
than go to all so-called "public" colleges and universities.
And "public" institutions of higher education own some of the
largest "private" endowments. (The endowment of the University of
Texas, for instance, has a higher book value than Yale's.)
When the English language fails him so completely, can higher education's balance-sheet reader be blamed for his bafflement?
year, U.S. colleges and universities got their current-fund
income in this fashion:
20.7% came from student tuition and fees.
18.9% came from the federal government.
22.9% came from state governments.
2.6% came from local governments.
6.4% came from private gifts and grants.

I

N A RECENT
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9.4% was other educational and general income, including income
from endowments.
17.5% came from auxiliary enterprises, such as dormitories, cafeterias,
and dining halls.
1.6% was student-aid income.
Such a breakdown, of course, does not match the income picture
at any actual college or university. It includes institutions of many shapes,
sizes, and financial policies. Some heat their classrooms and pay their
professors largely with money collected from students. Others receive
relatively little from this source. Some balance their budgets with large
sums from governments. Others not only receive no such funds, but may
actively spurn them. Some draw substantial interest from their endow-.
ments and receive gifts and grants from a variety of sources.

"There is something very reassuring about this assorted group of
patrons of higher education," writes a college president. "They are
all acknowledging the benefits they derive from a strong system of colleges and universities. Churches that get clergy, communities that get
better citizens, businesses that get better employees-all share in the
costs of the productive machinery, along with the student .... "
In the campus-to-campus variations there is often a deep significance;
an institution's method of financing may tell as much about its philosophies as do the most eloquent passages in its catalogue. In this sense,
one should understand that whether a college or university receives
enough income to survive is only part of the story. How and where it
gets its money may have an equally profound effect upon its destiny.

from Students
T AST

some 4.4 million young Americans were enrolled in the
..1...1 nation's colleges and universities-2.7 million in public institutions,
1.7 million in private.
For most of them, the enrollment process included a stop at a cashier's
office, to pay tuition and other educational fees.
How much they paid varied considerably from one campus to another.
For those attending public institutions, according to a U.S. government
survey, the median in 1962-63 was $170 per year. For those attending
private institutions, the median was $690--four times as high.
There were such differences as these:
In public universities, the median charge was $268.
In public liberal arts colleges, it was $168.
In public teachers colleges, it was $208.
In public junior colleges, it was $1l3.
Such educational fees, which do not include charges for meals or dormi-

PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS:
34.3%of their income
comes from student fees.

20.7

per cent

FALL,

PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS:
10%of their income
comes from student fees.

�
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TUITION continued
tory rooms, brought the nation's public institutions of higher education a
total of $415 million-one-tenth of their entire current-fund income.
By comparison:
In private universities, the median charge was $1,038.
In private liberal arts colleges, it was $751.
In private teachers colleges, it was $575.
In private junior colleges, it was $502.
In 1961-62, such student payments brought the private colleges and
universities a total of $1.1 billion-more
than one-third of their entire
current-fund income.

From all students, in all types of institution, America's colleges and
universities tbus collected a total of $1.5 billion in tuition and other
educational fees.
o NATION puts more stock in maximum college attendance by
its youth than does the United States," says an American report

N
Are tuition charges
becoming
too burdensome?

to an international committee.

"Yet no nation expects those receiving

higher education to pay a greater share of its cost."
The leaders of both private and public colleges and universities are
worried by this paradox.
Private-institution leaders are worried because they have no desire to
see their campuses closed to all but the sons and daughters of well-to-do
families. But, in effect, this is what may happen if students must continue to be charged more than a third of the costs of providing higher
education-costs that seem to be eternally on the rise. (Since one-third
is the average for all private colleges and universities, the students'
share of costs is lower in some private colleges and universities, con-

siderably higher in others.)
Public-institution leaders are worried because, in the rise of tuition
and other student fees, they see the eventual collapse of a cherished
American dream: equal educational opportunity for all. Making students
pay a greater part of the cost of public higher education is no mere
theoretical threat; it is already taking place, on a broad scale. Last year,
half of the state universities and land-grant institutions surveyed by
the federal government reported that, in the previous 12 months, they
had had to increase the tuition and fees charged to home-state students.
More than half had raised their charges to students who came from
other states.
AN THE RISE

C

in tuition rates be stopped-at

either public or pri-

vate colleges and universities?

A few vocal critics think it should not be; that tuition should, in fact,
go up. Large numbers of students can afford considerably more than
they are now paying, the critics say.
"Just look at the student parking lots. You and I are helping to pay
for those kids' cars with our taxes," one campus visitor said last fall.
Asked an editorial in a Tulsa newspaper:

"Why should taxpayers, most of whom have not had the advantage
of college education, continue to subsidize students in state-supported
universities who have enrolled, generally, for the frank purpose of
eventually earning more than the average citizen?"

An editor in Omaha had similar questions:
"Why shouldn't tuition cover more of the rising costs? And why
shouldn't young people be willing to pay higher tuition fees, and if
necessary borrow the money against their expected earnings? And why
shouldn't tuition charges have a direct relationship to the prospective
earning power-less in the case of the poorer-paid professions and
more in the case of those which are most remunerative?"

Such questions, or arguments-in-the-form-of-questions, miss the
main point of tax-supported higher education, its supporters say.
"The primary beneficiary of higher education is society," says a joint
statement of the State Universities Associatio\n and the Association of
State Universities and Land-Grant Colleges.
"The process of making students pay an increasing proportion of the
costs of higher education will, if continued, be disastrous to American
society and to American national strength.
"It is based on the theory that higher education benefits only the
individual and that he should therefore pay immediately and directly
for its cost-through borrowing if necessary ....
"This is a false theory .... It is true that great economic and other
benefits do accrue to the individual, and it is the responsibility of the
individual to help pay for the education of others on this accountthrough taxation and through voluntary support of colleges and universities, in accordance with the benefits received. But even from the
narrowest of economic standpoints, a general responsibility rests on
society to finance higher education. The businessman who has things
to sell is a beneficiary, whether he attends college or not, whether his
children do or not ....

Or should students
carry a heavier
share of the costs?

"

Says a university president: "I am worried, as are most educators,

about the possibility that we will price ourselves out of the market."
For private colleges-already forced to charge for a large part of the
cost of providing higher education-the problem is particularly acute.
As costs continue to rise, where will private colleges get the income to
meet them, if not from tuition?
After studying 100 projections of their budgets by private liberal
arts colleges, Sidney G. Tickton, of the Fund for the Advancement of
Education, flatly predicted:
"Tuition will be much higher ten years hence."

Already, Mr. Tickton pointed out, tuition.at many private colleges is
beyond the reach of large numbers of students, and scholarship aid
isn't large enough to help. "Private colleges are beginning to realize
that they haven't been taking many impecunious students in recent
years. The figures show that they can be expected to take an even smaller
proportion in the future.

CONTINUED

TUITION continued
"The facts are indisputable. Private colleges may not like to admit
this or think of themselves as educators of only the well-heeled, but the
signs are that they aren't likely to be able to do very much about it in

•

the decade ahead."
What is the outlook at public institutions? Members of the Association of State Colleges and Universities were recently asked to make
some predictions on this point. The consensus:
They expect the tuition and fees charged to their home-state students
to rise from a median of $200 in 1962-63 to $230, five years later. In
the previous five years, the median tuition had increased from $150 to
$200. Thus the rising-tuition trend would not be stopped, they felt-but
it would be slowed.
alternative to higher tuition, whether at public or private
institutions, is increased income from other sources-s-taxes, gifts,
grants. If costs continue to increase, such income will have to increase not merely in proportion, but at a faster rate-if student charges
HE ONLY

T

~
PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS:
1.4%of their income
comes from the states.

22.9 per cent

are to be held at their present levels.
What are the prospects for these other sources of income? See the
pages that follow.

from States
and universities depend upon many sources for their financial support. But one source towers high above all the rest: the
American taxpayer.
The taxpayer provides funds for higher education through all levels
of government-federal,
state, and local.
Together, in the most recent year reported, governments supplied 44.4
per cent of the current-fund income of all U.S. colleges and universitiesOLLEGES

C

PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS:
39.7%of their income

a grand total of $3.2 billion.
This was more than twice as much as all college and university students paid in tuition fees. It was nearly seven times the total of all
private gifts and grants.
By far the largest sums for educational purposes came from state and
local governments:
$1.9 billion, altogether.
(Although the federal
government's over-all expenditures on college and university campuses
were large-nearly
$1.4 billion-all
but $262 million was earmarked for
research.)

comes from the states.
a financial interest in higher education since the
nation's founding. (Even before independence, Harvard and other
colonial colleges had received government support.) The first state university, the University of Georgia, was chartered in 1785. As settlers
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moved west, each new state received two townships of land from the
federal government, to support an institution of higher education.
But the true flourishing of publicly supported higher education came
after the Civil War. State universities grew. Land-grant colleges were
founded, fostered by the Morrill Act of 1862. Much later, local govern.
ments entered the picture on a large scale, particularly in the juniorcollege field.
Today, the U.S. system of publicly supported colleges and universities
is, however one measures it, the world's greatest. It comprises 743 in-

stitutions (345 local, 386 state, 12 federal), compared with a total of
1,357institutions that are privately controlled.
Enrollments in the public colleges and universities are awesome, and.
certain to become more so.

As recently as 1950,half of all college and university students attended
private institutions. No longer-and probably never again. Last fall,
the public colleges and universities enrolled 60 per cent-one million
more students than did the private institutions. And, as more and more
young Americans go to college in the years ahead, both the number and
the proportion attending publicly controlled institutions will soar.
By 1970, according to one expert projection, there will be 7 million
college and university students. Public institutions will enroll 67 per cent
of them.
By 1980, there will be 10 million students. Public institutions will
enroll 75 per cent of them.

T

implications of such enrollments are enormous.
Will state and local governments be able to cope with them?
In the latest year for which figures have been tabulated, the current.
fund income of the nation's public colleges and universities was $4.1
billion. Of this total, state and local governments supplied more than
$1.8 billion, or 44 per cent. To this must be added $790 million in capital
outlays for higher education, including $613 million for new construcHE FINANCIAL

tion.

In the fast-moving world of public-college and university financing,
such heady figures are already obsolete. At present, reports the Committee for Economic Development, expenditures for higher education are
the fastest-growing item of state and local-government financing. Between 1962 and 1968, while expenditures for all state and local-government activities will increase by about 50 per cent, expenditures for higher
education will increase 120 per cent. In 1962, such expenditures represented 9.5 per cent of state and local tax income; in 1968, they will take
12.3 per cent.
Professor M.M. Chambers, of the University of Michigan, has totted
up each state's tax-fund appropriations to colleges and universities (see
list, next page). He cautions readers not to leap to interstate comparisons; there are too many differences between the practices of the 50
states to make such an exercise valid. But the differences do not obscure

......Il.I!

Will state taxes
be sufficient to meet
the rocketing demand?
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STATE FUNDS continued
the fact that, between fiscal year 1961 and fiscal 1963, all states except
Alabama and Montana increased their tax-fund appropriations to
higher education. The average was a whopping 24.5 per cent.
Can states continue to increase appropriations? No one answer will
from coast to coast.
, serve
Poor states will have a particularly

State Tax Funds
For Higher Education
Fiscal 1963

Alabama, .
Alaska ..
Arizona.
Arkansas ..
California.
Colorado ..

Connecticut. ..
Delaware, .

Florida. ,
Georgia,
Hawaii. .
Idaho ..
Illinois ..
Indiana.
Iowa ..
Kansas ...

$22,051,000
3,301,000

Change from 1961
-$346,000

-

1.5%

+

978,000 +42%
20,422,000 + 4,604,000 +29%
16,599,000 + 3,048,000 +22.5%

243,808,000

+48,496,000

+25%
29,916,000 + 6,634,000 +28.25%
15,948,000 + 2,868,000 +22%
5,094,000 + 1,360,000 +36.5%
46,043,000 + 8,780,000
32,162,000 + 4,479,000
10,778,000 + 3,404,000

+23.5%
+21%

+46%
10,137,000 + 1,337,000 +1525%
113,043,000 +24,903,000 +28.25%
62,709,000 + 12,546,000 +25%
38,914,000 + 4,684,000 +13.5%
35,038,000
29,573,000

+ 7,099,000

+25.5%

+ 9,901,000

+50.25%

Louisiana.
Maine ..

46,760,000

+ 2,203,000

Maryland ..

29,809,000

Kentucky ...

Massachusetts.
Michigan, .
Minnesota, ..
MississilJpi.
Missouri ...

7,429,000

+ 5%
+ 1,830,000 +32.5%
+ 3,721,000 +20.5%

16,503,000 + 3,142,000
104,082,000 + 6,066,000
44,058,000 + 5,808,000
17,500,000 + 1,311,000
33,253,000 + 7,612,000

+23.5%
+ 6%
+1525%
+ 8%
+29.5%

continue,d opposite

difficult problem. The Southern
Regional Education Board, in a recent report, told why:
"Generally, the states which have the greatest potential demand for
higher education are the states which have the fewest resources \0 meet
the demand. Rural states like Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, and
South Carolina have large numbers of college-age young people and
relatively small per-capita income levels." Such states, the report concluded, can achieve educational excellence only if they use a larger proportion of their resources than does the nation as a whole.
A leading Western educator summed up his state's problem as follows:
"Our largest age groups, right now, are old people and youngsters
approaching college age. Both groups depend heavily upon the producing, taxpaying members of our economy. The elderly demand statefinanced welfare; the young demand state-financed education.
"At present, however, the producing part of our economy is com-

posed largely of 'depression babies'-a comparatively small group. For
the next few years, their per-capita tax burden will be pretty heavy, and
it may be hard to get them to accept any big increases."
But the alternatives to more tax money for public colleges and universities-higher tuition rates, the turning away of good students-may
be even less acceptable to many taxpayers. Such is the hope of those
who believe in low-cost, public higher education.
projection of future needs shows that state and local governments must increase their appropriations vastly, if the people's
demands for higher education are to be met. The capacity of a government to make such increases, as a California study has pointed out,
depends on three basic elements:
I) The size of the "stream of income" from which the support for
higher education must be drawn;
2) The efficiency and effectiveness of the tax system; and
3) The will of the people to devote enough money to the purpose.
Of these elements, the third is the hardest to analyze, in economic
terms. It may well be the most crucial.
Here is why:
In their need for increased state and local funds, colleges and universities will be in competition with growing needs for highways, urban
renewal, and all the other services that citizens demand of their governments. How the available tax funds will be allocated will depend, in
large measure, on how the people rank their demands, and how insistently they make the demands known.
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"No one should know better than our alumni the importance of
having society invest its money and faith in the education of its young
people," Allan W. Ostar, director of the OfficeofInstitutional Research,
said recently. "Yet all too often we find alumni of state universities
who are not willing to provide the same opportunity to future generations that they enjoyed. Our alumni should be leading the fight for
adequate tax support of our public colleges and universities.
"If they don't, who will?"
o SOME Americans, the growth of state-supported higher education, compared with that of the private colleges and universities,
has been disturbing for other reasons than its elfects upon the tax rate.
One cause of their concern is a fear that government dollars inevitably
will be accompanied by a dangerous sort of government control. The
fabric of higher education, they point out, is laced with controversy,
new ideas, and challenges to all forms of the status quo. Faculty
members, to be elfective teachers and researchers, must be free of
reprisal or fears of reprisal. Students must be encouraged to experiment,

T

to question, to' disagree.

The best safeguard, say those who have studied the question, is legal
autonomy for state-supported higher education: independent boards
of regents or trustees, positive protections against interference by state
agencies, post-audits of accounts but no line-by-line political control
over budget proposals-the latter being a device by which a legislature
might be able to cut the salary of an "offensive" professor or stifle
another's research. Several state constitutions already guarantee such
autonomy to state universities. But in some other states, college and

university administrators must be as adept at politicking as at educating, if their institutions are to thrive.
Another concern has been voiced by many citizens. What will be the
elfects upon the country's private colleges, they ask, if the publichigher-education establishment continues to expand at its present rate?
With state-financed institutions handling more and more studentsand, generally, charging far lower tuition fees than the private institutions can alford-how can the small private colleges hope to survive?
President Robert D. Calkins, of the Brookings Institution, has said:
"Thus far, no promising alternative to an increased reliance on
public institutions and public support has appeared as a means of
dealing with the expanding demand for education. The trend may be
checked, but there is nothing in sight to reverse it. ...
"Many weak private institutions may have to face a choice between

insolvency, mediocrity, or qualifying as public institutions. But enlarged opportunities for many private and public institutions will exist,
often through cooperation .... By pooling resources, all may be strengthened.... In viewof the recent support the liberal arts colleges have elicited,
the more enterprising ones, at least, have an undisputed role for future
service."
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Change from 1961

Fiscal 1963
Montana.
Nebraska.
Nevada.

New Hampshire
New Jersey.

$11,161,000

-$

70,000 -

17,078,000 + 1,860,000
5.299,000 + 1,192,000
4,733,000
34,079,000

0.5%

+12.25%

+29%
627,000
+15.25%
+
+ 9,652,000 +39.5%

14,372,000 + 3,133,000 +28%
. +67,051,000
156,556,000
+75%
New York.
+ 6,192,000 +20.5%
36,532,000
North Carolina
10,386,000 + 1,133,000 +12.25%
North Dakota.
New Mexico ..

Ohio ..
Oklahoma.

55,620,000

Oregon ..

33,423,000
56,187,000

Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island.
South Carolina
South Dakota.
Tennessee, .
Texas, .
Utah ..
Vermont.

30,020,000

+10,294,000
+ 3,000,000
+ 4,704,000

+12,715,000
7,697,000 + 2,426,000
15,440,000 + 2,299,000
574,000
8,702,000 +

22,359,000
83,282,000

+ 5,336,000
+16,327,000

+11%
+16.25%
+29.5%
+46%
+17.5%
+ 7%
+31.25%

+24.5%
15,580,000 + 2,441,000 +18.5%
351,000 +10.25%
3,750,000 +

Washington ..
West Virginia.

28,859,000
51,757,000

+ 5,672,000
+ 9,749,000

20,743,000

+ 3,824,000

Wisconsin.

44,670,000

Wyoming ...

5,599,000

Virginia ..

+22.5%

TOTALS ... $1,808,825,000
WEIGHTED AVERAGE

+24.5%
+23.25%

+22.5%
+ 7,253,000 +19.5%
864,000 +18.25%
+
+$357,499,000
+24.5%

CONTINUED
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18.9 per cent from Washington
I

SEEM TO SPEND half my life on the jets between here and Washington," said an official of a private university on the West Coast, not
long ago.

PIUVATE INSTITUTIONS:
19.1%of their inoome
oomes from WashJ.ngton.

"We've decided to man a Washington office, full time," said the
spokesman for a state university, a few miles away.
For one in 20 U.S. institutions of higher education, the federal government in recent years has become one of the biggest facts of financial
life. For some it is the biggest. "The not-so-jolly long-green giant," one
man calls it.
Washington is no newcomer to the campus scene. The difference,
today, is one of scale. Currently the federal government spends between
$1 billion and $2 billion a year at colleges and universities. So vast are
the expenditures, and so diverse are the government channels through
which they flow to the campuses, that a precise figure is impossible to
come by. The U.S. Office of Education's latest estimate, covering fiscal
1962; is that Washington was the source of $1.389 billion-or nearly
19 per cent-of higher education's total current-fund income.
"It may readily be seen," said Congresswoman Edith Green of Oregon, in a report last year to the House Committee on Education and
Labor, "that the question is not whether there shall be federal aid to
education."
Federal aid exists. It is big and is growing.
word aid, however, is misleading. Most of the federal government's expenditures in higher education-more than four and a
halftimes as much as for all other purposes combined-are for research
that the government needs. Thus, in a sense, the government is the purchaser of a commodity; the universities, like any other producer with
whom the government does business, supply that commodity. The relationship is one of quid pro quo.
Congresswoman Green is quick to acknowledge this fact:
"What has not been ... clear is the dependency of the federal government on the educational system. The government relies upon the universities to do those things which cannot be done by government personnel in government facilities.
"It turns to the universities to conduct basic research in the fields
of agriculture, defense, medicine, public health, and the conquest of
space, and even for managing and staffing of many governmental research laboratories.
"It relies on university faculty to judge the merits of proposed research.
"It turns to them for the management and direction of its foreign aid
programs in underdeveloped areas of the world.
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PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS:
18.6%of their income
comes from Washington.

"It relies on them for training, in every conceivable field, of government personnel-both military and civilian."

T

of federal-government relationships with U.S. higher education can only be suggested in the scope of this report.

HE FULL RANGE

Here are some examples:

Land-grant colleges had their origins in the Morrill Land Grant College Act of 1862, when the federal government granted public lands to
the states for the support of colleges "to teach such branches oflearning
as are related to agriculture and the mechanic arts," but not excluding
science and classics. Today there are 68 such institutions. In fiscal 1962,
the federal government distributed $10.7 million in land-grant funds.
The armed forces operate officers training programs in the colleges and
universities-their largest source of junior officers.
Student loans, under the National Defense Education Act, are the
major form of federal assistance to undergraduate students. They are
administered by 1,534 participating colleges and universities, which
select recipients on the basis of need and collect the loan repayments. In
fiscal 1962, more than 170,000undergraduates and nearly 15,000 graduate students borrowed $90 million in this way.
"The success of the federal loan program," says the president of a
college for women, "is one of the most significant indexes of the important place the government has in financing private as well as public
educational institutions. The women's colleges, by the way, used to scoff
at the loan program. 'Who would marry a girl with a debt?' people
asked. 'A girl's dowry shouldn't be a mortgage,' they said. But now
more than 25 per cent of our girls have government loans, and they
don't seem at all perturbed."
Fellowship grants to graduate students, mostly for advanced work in
science or engineering, supported more than 35,000 persons in fiscal
1962. Cost to the government: nearly $104 million. In addition, around
20,000 graduate students served as paid assistants on governmentsponsored university research projects.

Dormitory loans through the college housing program of the Housing
and Home Finance Agency have played a major role in enabling colleges and universities to build enough dormitories, dining halls, student
unions, and health facilities for their burgeoning enrollments. Between
1951 and 1961, loans totaling more than $1.5 billion were approved.
Informed observers believe this program finances from 35 to 45 per
cent of the total current construction of such facilities.
Grants for research facilities and equipment totaled $98.5 million in
fiscal 1962, the great bulk of which went to universities conducting
scientific research. The National Science Foundation, the National
Institutes of Health, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, and the Atomic Energy Commission are the principal sources of
such grants. A Department of Defense program enables institutions to
build facilities and write off the cost.
To help finance new classrooms, libraries, and laboratories, Congress

last year passed a $1.195 billion college aid program and, said President

Can federal dollars
properly be called
federal "aid"?

FEDERAL FUNDS continued
Johnson, thus was "on its way to doing more for education than any
since the land-grant college bill was passed 100 years ago."
Support for medical education through loans to students and funds for
construction was authorized by Congress last fall, when it passed a $236
million program.
To strengthen the curriculum in various ways, federal agencies spent
approximately $9.2 million in fiscal 1962. Samples: A $2 million Nartional Science Foundation program to improve the content of science
courses; a $2 million Office of Education program to help colleges and
universities develop, on a matching-fund basis, language and area-study
centers; a $2 million Public Health Service program to expand, create,
and improve graduate work in public health.
Support for international programs involving U.S. colleges and universities came from several federal sources. Examples: Funds spent by the
Peace Corps for training and research totaled more than $7 million. The
Agency for International Development employed some 70 institutions
to administer its projects overseas, at a cost of about $26 million. The
State Department paid nearly $6 million to support more' than 2,500
foreign students on U.S. campuses, and an additional $1.5 million to
support more than 700 foreign professors.

38%
of Federal research funds
go to these 10 institutions:
U. of California
Mass. Inst. of Technology
Columbia U.
U. of Michigan
Harvard U.

U. of Illinois
Stanford U.
U. of Chicago
U. of Minnesota
Cornell U.

UT the

greatest federal influence, on many U.S. campuses, comes
through the government's expenditures for research.
As one would expect, most of such expenditures are made at universities, rather than at colleges (which, with some exceptions, conduct
little research).
In the 1963 Godkin Lectures at Harvard, the University of California's
President Clark Kerr called the federal government's support of research,
starting in World War II, one of the "two great impacts [which], beyond
all other forces, have molded the modern American university system
and made it distinctive." (The other great impact: the land-grant college
movement.)
At the institutions where they are concentrated, federal research funds
have had marked effects. A self-study by Harvard, for example, revealed
that 90 per cent of the research expenditures in the university's physics
department were paid for by the federal government; 67 per cent in the
chemistry department; and 95 per cent in the division of engineering and
applied physics.
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59%
of Federal research funds
go to the above 10
U. of Wisconsin
U. of Pennsylvania
New York U.
Ohio State U.
U. of Washington
Johns Hopkins U.
U. of Texas

+ these

15:

Yale U.
Princeton U.
Iowa State U.
Cal. Inst. of Technology
U. ot Pittsburgh
Northwestern U.
Brown U.
U. of Maryland

sTHIS government-dollar dominance in many universities' research
budgets a healthy development?
After analyzing the role of the federal government ou their campuses,
a group of universities reporting to the Carnegie Foundation for the
Advancement of Teaching agreed that "the effects [of government expenditures for campus-based research projects] have, on balance, been
salutary."
Said the report of one institution:
"The opportunity to make expenditures of this size has permitted a

I

research effort far superior to anything that could have heen done without recourse to government sponsors ....
"Any.' university that declined to participate in the growth of sponsored research would have had to pay a high price in terms of the quality
of its faculty in the science and engineering areas .... "
However, the university-government relationship is not without its
irritations.
One of the most irksome, say many institutions, is the government's
failure to reimburse them fully for the "indirect costs" they incur in
connection with federally sponsored research-s-ccsts of administration,
of libraries, of operating and maintaining their physical plant. If the
government fails to cover such costs, the universities must-often by
drawing upon funds that might otherwise be spent in strengthening
areas that are not favored with large amounts of federal support, e.g.,.
the humanities.
Some see another problem: faculty members may be attracted to certain research areas simply because federal money is plentiful there.
"This ... may tend to channel their efforts away from other important
research and ... from their teaching and public-service responsibilities,"
one university study said.
The government's emphasis upon science, health, and engineering,
some persons believe, is another drawback to the federal research expenditures. "Between departments, a form of imbalance may result,"
said a recent critique. "The science departments and their research may
grow and prosper. The departments of the humanities and social sciences may continue, at best, to maintain their status quo."
"There needs to be a National Science Foundation for the humanities," says the chief academic officer of a Southern university which gets
approximately 20 per cent of its annual budget from federal grants.
"Certainly government research programs create imbalances within
departments and between departments," said the spokesman for a leading Catholic institution, "but so do many other influences at work within
a university .... Imbalances must be lived with and made the most of, if
a level of uniform mediocrity is not to prevail."
of federal funds in a few institutions-usually
the institutions which already are financially and educationally
strong-makes sense from the standpoint of the quid pro quo philosophy that motivates the expenditure of most government funds. The
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strong research-oriented

universities, obviously, can deliver the commod-

ity the government wants.
But, consequently, as a recent Carnegie report noted, "federal support
is, for many colleges and universities, not yet a decisive or even a highly
influential fact of academic life."
Why, some persons ask, should not the government conduct equally
well-financed programs in order to improve those colleges and universities which are not strong-and thus raise the quality of U.S. higher
education as a whole?

90%
of Federal research funds
go to the 25 opposite
these 75:

+

Pennsylvania State U.
Duke U.
U. of Southern Cal.
Indiana U.
U. of Rochester
Washington U.
U. of Colorado
Purdue U.
George Washington U.
Western Reserve U.
Flonda State U.
Yeshiva U.
U. of Florida
U. of Oregon
U. of Utah
Tulane U.
U. of N. Carolina
Michigan State U.
Polytechnic I nst. of
Brooklyn
U. of Miami
U. of Tennessee
U. of Iowa
Texas A. & M. Col.
Rensselaer Polytechnic I nst.
U. of Kansas
U. of Arizona
Vanderbilt U.
Syracuse U,
Oregon State U.
Ga. Inst. of Technology
U. of Virginia
Rutgers U.
Louisiana State U.
Carnegie Inst. of Technology
U. of Oklahoma
N. Carolina State U.
Illinois Inst. of Technology

Wayne State U.
Baylor U.
U. of Denver
U. of Missouri
U. of Georgia
U. of Arkansas
U. of Nebraska
Tufts U.
U. of Alabama
New Mexico State U.
Washington State U.
Boston U.
U. of Buffalo
U. of Kentucky
U. of Cincinnati
Stevens lnst. of Technology
Oklahoma State U.
Georgetown U.
Medical Col. of Virginia
Mississippi State U.
Colorado State U.
Auburn U.
Dartmouth Col.
Emory U.
U. of Vermont

Brandeis U.
Marquette U.
Jefferson Medical Col.
Va. Polytechnic lost.
U. of Louisville
Kansas State U.
st. Louis U.
West Virginia U.
U. of Hawaii
U. of Mississippi
Notre Dame U.
U. of New Mexico
Temple U.

CONTINUED

FEDERAL FUNDS continued
This question is certain to be warmly debated in years to come.
Conpled with philosophical support or opposition will be this pressing
practical question: can private money, together with state and local
government funds, solve higher education's financial problems, without
resort to Washington? Next fall, when the great, long-predicted "tidal
wave" of students at last reaches the nation's campuses, the time of
testing will begin.

6.4 per cent

from Gifts and Grants
A S A SOURCEof income for
.E1. grants are a comparatively

U.S. higher education, private gifts and
small slice on the pie charts: 11.6% for
the private colleges and universities, only 2.3% for public.
But, to both types of institution, private gifts and grants have an importance far greater than these percentages suggest.
"For us," says a representative of a public university in the Midwest,
"private funds mean the difference between the adequate and the excellent. The university needs private funds to serve purposes for which
.state funds cannot be used: scholarships, fellowships, student loans, the
purchase of rare books and art objects, research seed grants, experimental programs."

PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS:
11.6%of their inoome
oomes from gifts and grants.

"Because the state provides basic needs," says another publicnniversity man, "every gift dollar can be used to provide for a margin
of excellence."
Says the spokesman for a private liberal arts college: "We must seek
gifts and grants as we have never sought them before. They are our one
hope of keeping educational quality tip, tuition rates down, and the
student body democratic. I'll even go so far as to say they are our main
hope of keeping the college, as we know it, alive."

RoM1954-55 through 1960-61, the independent Council for Financial Aid to Education has made a biennial survey of the country's
colleges and universities, to learn how much private aid they received.
In four surveys, the institutions answering the council's questionnaires
reported they had received more than $2.4 billion in voluntary gifts.
Major private universities received $1,046 million.
Private coeducational colleges received $628 million.
State universities received nearly $320 million.
Professional schools received $171 million.
Private women's colleges received $126 million.
Private men's colleges received $117 million.
Junior colleges received $31 million.
Municipal universities received nearly $16 million.

F

PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS:
2.3%of their inoome
oomes from gifts and grants.

Over
place:
Gifts
Gifts
. Gifts
Gifts

the years covered by the CFAE's surveys, these increases took
to the private universities went up 95.6%.
to private coed colleges went up 82% .
to state universities went up 184%.
to professional schools went up 134%.

Where did the money come from? Gifts and grants reported to the
council came from these sources:

General welfare foundations gave $653 million.
Non-alumni donors gave $539.7 million.
Alumni and alumnae gave $496 million.
Business corporations gave $345.8 million.
Religious denominations gave $216 million.
Non-alumni, non-church groups gave $139 million.
Other sources gave $66.6 million.
All seven sources increased their contributions over the period.
of past years are only preludes to the voluntary
giving of the future, experts feel.
Dr. John A. Pollard, who conducts the surveys of the Council for
Financial Aid to Education, estimates conservatively that higher education will require $9 billion per year by 1969-70, for educational and
general expenditures, endowment, and plant expansion. This would be
1.3 per cent of an expected $700 billion Gross National Product.
Two billion dollars, Dr. Pollard believes, must come in the form of
private gifts and grants. Highlights of his projections:
Business corporations will increase their contributions to higher education at a rate of 16.25 per cent a year. Their 1969-70 total: $508 million.
Foundations will increase their contributions at a rate of 14.5 per
cent a year. Their 1969-70 total: $520.7 million.
Alumni will increase their contributions at a rate of 14.5 per cent a
year. Their 1969-70 total: $591 million.
Non-alumni individuals will increase their contributions at a rate of
12.6 per cent a year. Their 1969-70 total: $524.6 million.
Religious denominations will increase their contributions at a rate of
12.7 per cent. Their 1969-70 total: $215.6 million.
Non-alnmni, non-church groups and other sources will increase their
contributions at rates of 4 per cent and I per cent, respectively. Their
1969-70 total: $62 million.
"I think we must seriously question whether these estimates are
realistic," said a business man, in response to Dr. Pollard's estimate of
1969-70 gifts by corporations. "Corporate funds are not a bottomless
pit; the support the corporations give to education is, after all, one of
the costs of doing business .... It may become more difficult to provide
for such support, along with other foreseeable increased costs, in.setting
product prices. We cannot assume that all this money is going to be
available simply because we want it to be. The more fruit you shake
from the tree, the more difficult it becomes to find still more."
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Coming: a need
for $9 billion
a year. Impossible?

CONTINUED

But others are more optimistic. Says the CFAE:
"Fifteen years ago nobody could safely have predicted the level of
voluntary support of higher education in 1962. Its climb has been ~pectacular ....
"So, on the record, it probably is safe to say that the potential of
voluntary support of U.S. higher education bas only been scratched.
Thec people have developed a quenchless thirst for higher learning and,
equally, the means and the will to support its institutions adequately."
a critical role to play in determining
turn out to have been sound or unrealistic.
Of basic importance, of course, are their own gifts to their alma

ALUMNI

AND ALUMNAE will have

.L'1whether the projections

maters. The American Alumni Council, in its most recent year's com-

pilation, reported that alumni support, as measured from the reports
of 927 colleges and universities, had totaled $196.7 million-a new
record.
Lest this figure cause alumni and alumnae to engage in unrestrained
self-congratulations, however, let them consider these words from one
of the country's veteran (and most outspoken) alumni secretaries:
"Of shocking concern is the lack of interest of most of the alumni. ...
The country over, only about one-fifth on the average pay dues to their
alumni associations; only one-fourth on the average contribute to their
alumni funds. There are, of course, heartwarming instances where
participation reaches 70 and 80 per cent, but they are rare .... "
Commenting on these remarks, a fund-raising consultant wrote:
"The fact that about three-fourths of college and university alumni
do not contribute anything at all to their alma maters seems to be a
strong indication that they lack sufficient feeling of responsibility to
support these institutions. There was a day when it could be argued
that this support was not forthcoming because the common man
simply did not have funds to contribute to universities. While this argument is undoubtedly used today, it carries a rather hollow ring in a
nation owning nearly two cars for every family and so many pleasure
boals that there is hardly space left for them on available water."
Alumni support has an importance even beyond the dollars that
it yields to higher education. More than 220 business corporations will
match their employees' contributions. And alumni support-particularly the percentage of alumni who make gifts-is frequently used by
other prospective donors as a guide to how much they should give.
Most important, alumni and alumnae wear many hats. They are individual citizens, corporate leaders, voters, taxpayers, legislators, union

members, church leaders. In every role, they have an effect on college
and university destinies. Hence it is alumni and alumnae, more than any
other group, who will determine whether the financial health of U.S.
higher education will be good or bad in years to come.
What will the verdict be? No reader can escape the responsibility of
rendering it.
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PIRATE SPORTS
BASKETBALL

BASEBALL

Jay Jackson has been appointed interim varsity basketball coach for the 1964-65 academic year. He will
be substituting for Dick Kamm who has been granted
a one year leave-of-absence to complete his work on a
Ph.D. in history at Washington State University. Jackson guided the junior varsity basketball team to a 12-4
record this past season and is a former Little All-America choice on the Pirate hoop squad. He is currently
teaching in the physical education staff to repiace Bill
Knuckles who resigned to become assistant football
coach at Southern Illinois University. Applications are
now being accepted for the vacant assistant football
coach position.

Paul Merkel coached the 1964 Pirate baseball team
to the Eastern division championship of the Evergreen
Conference with a 5-3 record and an overall 18-6
record. Following the conclusion of the Eastern division
play, the Pirates traveled to Bellingham to play Western Washington
State College for the Evergreen title
and the privilege for continuing in a post-season tournament. A series of errors
and lack of punch in the
attack resulted in twin defeats on the first day 5-4
and 1-0, and eliminated the
Pirates from Competition.
Leading the Pirate attack
on the mound has been
freshman Roger Gray who
pitched a no-hit, no-run
game in his last eastern
division contest. He fanned
nine Eastern Batters and
walked three while winning
his sixth game against just
a single loss. Leading the
Whitworth batters was Dick
Washburn with a .389 average with
senior
Wally
Hedeen following at .333.
Jim Hogan had a .309 average with five home runs.
Roger Gray

TRACK
Jock McLaughlin
and Jerry Leonard carried the
Whitworth banner to victory in the Evergreen Conference track finals held at Bellingham. McLaughlin
won the shot put with a mark of 53-8 while Leonard
won both the mile and the three mile with times of
4:15.5 and 14:55, respectively. These are his best times
of the season in these events and are league records.
Whitworth is scheduled to host the NAJA District No. I
track meet on Saturday, May 23, with both McLaughiin
and Leonard entered as winners.
One of the saddest moments of the track season
came when Ed Matthews injured his ankle in an Eastern meet. He had already won the long jump at 23-71;4,
the 100-yard dash at 9.8 and the 220-yard dash when
he landed improperly in the triple jump on his first
attempt. His first attempt was still good enough to
earn him a fourth place lin ish. The injured ankle
didn't recover in time for the Bellingham meet and
Matthews wasn't capable of performing up to his potential and was eliminated from further competition.
McLaughlin has continued to break the Whitworth
record in the shot put this season and pushed the
mark to a full 54-10 in a tri-meet with Whitman and
Eastern.
Edker Matthews
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FOOTBALL
Three Whitworth College football players are headed
toward professional football careers. Little All-America
tackle, Ken Sugarman, is scheduled to sign a contract
with the Baltimore Colts of the National
Football
League at the close of the current track season. He
was the lirst draft choice from the Pacilic Northwest
this year and seventh on the total Baltimore list. Honorable mention Little All-America Gene Baker, who
was sidelined for the last half of last season with an
injured knee, has signed a contract with the San
Francisco Forty-Niners. Mike Peterson is the third to
be headed into the professional football ranks. He is
under contract with the Edmonton Roughriders in
Canada.

News
D. WARREN
CAMPBELL
has
been named Director of Synod's
Capital Funds Campaign for Whitworth College. Unanimous approval
for the $1 million drive was given
by the United Presbyterian
Synod
of Washington-Alaska
at its annual
meeting in 1962. The program has
been two years in the making. The

Warren Campbell
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4.
Reverend Campbell is the former
pastor of the Lake Burien United
Presbyterian
Church, Seattle. Endowment funds raised through the
program will be utilized to secure
and retain a top-quality faculty of
teacher scholars and to undergird
the sound academic structure of the
college. Dr. C. E. Polhemus, synod
executive, said Campbell would visit
each of the 233 churches of the
synod to help each one realize a
worthy quota of financial support
for the college. Campbell will live
in Seattle and maintain staff offices
there and at the college.
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WHITWORTH
EXPANDS
its
summer school this year to a 12week, 12-unit program equivalent to
a semester's minimum work. Dr.
Clarence Simpson, academic dean.
said 92 classes are offered in an
effort to make maximum use of all
campus facilities. Among special features of the program are a saturation course in first-year French,
workshops, a seminar in counseling
in religion featuring Dr. David
Eitzen, and extra-emphasis courses
in economics, education, political
science and history.
SUE WARD,
Omak,
outgoing
executive vice president of the Whitworth student body, was recently
elected president of the North West
Student Association. Whitworth will
host the i 965 convention with delegations participating from Central
and Eastern Washington State colleges, Seattle and Pacific Lutheran
universities,
and Seattle
Pacific
College.

PARENTS' WEEKEND was staged
May 1-2 and was the best-attended
in the college's history. More than
420 students and parents dined at
the sellout banquet on Friday evening. Following the banquet, they
listened to the college Choir and
Oratorio Society sing a magnificent
performance of Brahms' Requiem
under the direction of professor Milton Johnson. The 120 voices were
augmented by the college Sinfonietta and other selected professional
musi~ians. Other activities of the
May Day weekend included
the
crowning of the May Day queen,
honor student Martha Lane, Santa
Barbara California, Parents' Seminars, Women's Tea and athletic
events.
DIRECTOR
OF
ADMISSIONS,
Milton K. Erway, and Mrs. Erway,
assistant professor of speech and
drama, have been granted leaves-ofabsence for graduate studies. Milton
Erway will continue his doctoral
program at Columbia University
Teacher's
College in New York.
Mrs. Erway will be a lecturer in
speech and drama at Hunter College in New York. The Erways have
been at Whitworth since 1958.
JEROME HINES, world-renowned
basso of the Metropolitan
Opera
and an ambassador of Christ by his
testimony and work with Christian
organizations, was awarded an honorary doctor of music degree by
Whitworth College on April 29. He

Mrs. Frank F. Warren, left, and Dr. Mark L.
Koehler, Whitworth's
president,
talk with
Hines, right, at a reception following
the
conferring of degree.

was cited for his combined musical
ability and unique Christian witness. Hines has starred with the
Met since 1947 and last year traveled through Russia. He has written
an opera based on the life of Christ

titled "I Am the Way." He was
presented in concert by the Spokane
Community
Concert Association.
His final presentation was the death
scene from Moussorgsky's
Boris
Godounov.
He was assisted by
Whitworth
sophomore,
Gwyneth
Morgan, who played Tsar Boris' son.
A NEW
ADMISSIONS
director
and organizational structure have
been announced for next fall. In
addition to Kenneth F. Proctor, Ontario, California, as director of admissions, Arne Stueckle, director of
alumni activities, has been named
as an associate to Proctor. Dr. Clar-

J
Kenneth

Proctor
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ence Simpson, academic dean, under
whom the two men will work, cited
three aims of the new program. On
recruiting trips, both men will share
the travel load and spend day hours
with high school students and evening hours with alumni and friends
living in that particular area. Another goal is to encourage the friends
of Whitworth to make the first contact with students to be recruited.
Proctor leaves administrative duties
at Chafee High School in Ontario.
He received his bachelor's degree at
UCLA and master's degree at Claremont College. Stueckle will continue
his present duties as alumni director.
DR. LOUIS B. PERRY, president
of Whitman College, and the Reverend Harry G. Brahams, pastor of
the First Presbyterian Church, Monrovia, California, have been named
commencement
and baccalaureate
speakers, respectively. Brahams will
deliver the annual baccalaureate
sermon on Sunday, May 31, in
Cowles Auditorium at iO:OO a.m.
He is a graduate of Princeton Theological Seminary and served as associate pastor at the First Presbyterian
Church of Yakima before moving
to Monrovia. Dr. Perry is widely
known as one of America's foremost educators. He will address the
Class of 1964 in Cowles Auditorium
at 2:30 p.m. He holds a Ph.D. in
economics, serves on a number of
national educational committees and

economic honorary societies, and is
a Phi Beta Kappan from the University of California at Los Angeles.
LOYD B. WALTZ, head of the
Whitworth drama department, is retiring his chairmanship this year
after twenty years of service. When
Waltz came to the college in 1944,
there were but 30 students in the
department and he was the lone
instructor teaching English also.
Today there are more than 500 students each year in drama and speech
classes and three full-time faculty.
Waltz will long be remembered for
his colorful direction of Shakespeare's works. Waltz will continue
to teach in the department and will
also do research and writing on religious drama. He graduated from
Willamette University and holds a
master's degree from the University
of Southern California.
DR. MARK L. KOEHLER, Whitworth's executive vice president, received an honorary doctor of laws
degree from Hastings
College,
Nebraska, on May 24. Dr. Theron
B. Maxson, who left Whitworth in
1956 as a vice president to become
president of Hastings, conferred the
degree. Dr. Koehler delivered Hastings' 1964 baccalaureate sermon.
Koehler has been executive vice
president of Whitworth since 1962.
"THIS IS THE BEST Model United
Nations that I've attended." Commen ts like this echoed through
Spokane late in April as the 14th
Session of Model United Nations,
hosted by Whitworth College, drew
to a close. Over 1000 students from

MUN delegates are seen standing for the
presentation
of member nations' flags during the first plenary
session in Cowles
Auditorium.

103 Western colleges attended the
three-day conclave which featured
Brian Urquhart, from the ollice of
Under
Secretary-General
of the
United Nations, as featured speaker.

Robert Yearout, Whitworth graduate student, was the SecretaryGeneral of the session and professor
Mark Lee was president of the General Assembly. During the threeday conclave, more than 400 Whitworth students served in one or
more of many capacities. This was
the first Model United Nations to
be hosted by a college of less than
10,000 students. Stanford University was awarded the MUN meeting
for 1966. Dr. Garland Haas, advisor
to the Whitworth
Model United

Garland

Haas

Nations club, was granted an associate membership
in the MUN
alumni association following the
session. Such memberships have
been granted by the organization
only twice before in its history.
WILLIAM DUVALL, junior history major and son of professor
Fenton Duvall, has been elected
student body president for the 196465 academic year. Elected to the
executive vice-presidency was Bruce
McCullough, Havre, Montana; to
the social and cultural vice-president position was Colleen Jones,
Tacoma; treasurer, John King, Singapore; secretary, Irene Ross, Bainbridge Island.
The Associated
Women Students' president is Jane
Fry, Chowchilla, California, and the
Associated Men Students' president
is Edker Matthews, Santa Barbara.
STEWART
HALL, the recently
completed 75-man residence, was
dedicated May 10. The $304,098
building is named in honor of
Whitworth's first president, Dr. Calvin W. Stewart. Constructed of precast concrete beams with brick
veneer, the structure features fourman suites with private living, sleeping and study quarters. The threestory building has been in use since
February I.
FOURTEEN WHITWORTH
seniors have been selected to receive
graduate scholarships and fellowships next fall. Terry Casteel re-

ceived a Rockefeller Theological fellowship fer study at Princeton
Seminary. Other seminary grants
went to James Moiso, Kenneth Gammons and Mike Brandon at San
Francisco Seminary. Sharon Stern
will attend Purdue University next
fall on an English teaching assistantship. David Krantz has received
a grant for graduate study in the
mathematics department at the University of Washington. Sunny Lou
Slagg and Rodney Espey have won
mathematics teaching assistantships
to the University of Idaho. Bruce
Werner has a grant for advanced
studies in physical education at
Washington State University. Roger
Kuhrt will be a teaching assistant in
the speech department at the University of Washington. David Myers
was awarded a fellowship in psychology at the University of Iowa
and Michal Koehler will be a house
fellow at the University of Wisconsin. Mary Scott won a scholarship
to the University of Chicago and
Larry Tussing will work toward a
master's in philosophy at the University of Washington.
DR. WENDEL PHILLIPS, internationally-known
explorer, author
and archeologist, was awarded an
honorary doctor of pedagogy degree
at Whitworth College May 18, prior
to addressing the student body at
the first Senior Investiture. He is
the founder and president of the
American Foundation for the Study
of Man. He has served as economic
advisor to the Sultan of Oman and
director general of antiquities of that
nation. Phillips is the author of
several books and is recognized by
authorities as one of America's leading ,Biblical archeologists. His largest work, Qataban and Sheba, has
been printed in fifteen different
languages.
Dr. Koehler congratulates Dr. Phillips while
Dr. Simpson, academic dean observes. The
arms belong to Estella Baldwin, registrar,
who hooded Phillips.
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47
Dr. j. Bruce COLEMAN preached
May 3, 1964, for the morning service at 51. Luke's Presbyterian
Church, Garden Grove, California.
He also led an Evangelism Conference for the church officers and
other interested adults.
Bruce was appointed
seven
months ago to the post of Western
Area Director of Evangelism for the
Board of National Missions, United
Presbyterian Church of the U. S. A.
Bruce has his Ph.D. in New
Testament from the University of
Edinburgh, Scotland.

53
Mrs. Betty (Erickson) YORK has
been seriously ill in Seoul, Korea.
She is now out of the hospital and
back at home. Her husband, Ron,
is with Navigators in Korea.
Dr. Don E. KING and Claudia
La Mar were married December 21,
1963. They are living in Orinda,
California.

56
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jack M. THIESSEN
is dean of
students at Western Baptist Bible
College in EI Cerrito, California.
Tack has been at Western since 1958.
He was the coach and athletic director the first year he was with

the

college.
jack and Billie jean (Schumacker,
former student)
have one son,
Jackie. Jack is pursuing a doctorate
degree in education at the University of California.
David joel was born March I,
1964, to john F. and joyce L.
(Shriner)
ELSNER.
He joins a
brother, Michael Scott, 2. john became the pastor of Republic-Curlew
Presbyterian Parish in November,
1963.

57
Lee and jacque Norton GARDNER and their three daughters,
Anne, 7, Shawn,S,
and Kristin, 3,
will be leaving in August for Istan-

bul, Turkey. Lee will be teaching
for the Near East College Association at Robert College. The Gardners' have requested their friends to
visit them at their home, 2807
North Union, Tacoma, Washington,
this summer before they leave.
Glen David was adopted March
12, 1964, by Ron and Anne (Creevey) SOUCY.
Louis and Leah (former student)
STARNER, with their two sons, are
spending a two-year tour with the
Department of Defense in Germany.
Lou is serving as an elementary
school counselor and Director of
Family Counseling Center. He is
teaching part-time for Adult Education Center, University of Maryland
Overseas Branch.
They have purchased a camper
and are touring Europe during summers and vacations. This summer
they plan to take in the "Shakespearean Festival" at Strattford on
Avon, Scotland, Norway, Sweden,
Denmark,
the Netherlands,
and
Belgium.
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Hugh V. and jackie (Johnson,
'56) KYLE are moving from Portland, Oregon, to San Anselmo, California. Hugh has taken a job with
Retchold Chemicals as a chemist in
South San Francisco. They plan to
locate permanently near Stanford
University or vicinity.
Phillip Michael and joan (Lamping) SHERIDAN
have moved recently to New York, where Michael
is with the firm of Western Girl, Inc.
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A baby girl, Chris, was born in
January to Lt. Ronald F. and Peggy
(Ripley) HANNA. They are stationed in Lemore, California, where
Ron is with the Navy.
Evan L. OTTESON
will receive
his Doctor of Medicine Degree from
the University of Washington in
Seattle, june 13, 1964. He will interne at the Santa Clara County
Hospital in San Jose, California,
from July I, 1964, to july I, 1965.

Major joe Lane BYROM parucipated in the latest successful launch
of a Minuteman ballistic missile
from Vandenberg Air Force Base,
California.
Major Byrom, a United States Air
Force Minuteman combat crew commander, is permanently assigned to
the 44th Strategic Missile Wing at
Ellsworth Air Force Base, South
Dakota. He came to the west coast
Air Force missile base on temporary
duty to participate in the firing.
The live launch marked the first
time these Strategic Air Command
missile combate crewmen actually
had fired a Minuteman.

IN MEMORIAM
Gerald M. (Jerry) Stannard,
former
faculty
member,
died
March IS, 1964, in a Spokane
hospital after several months' illness with leukemia.
Mr. Stannard was a football
coach at Whitworth College from
1934 until 1960. He returned to
Whitworth as athletic director
and head football coach in 1946
and was here until 1950. Since
that time he has been a coach
and athletic director at North
Central High School.
The final service for Beverly
Swank TAYLOR, 1952 graduate
of Whitworth, was held October
26, 1963, in the sanctuary
of
Grace United
Presbyterian
Church, Greenville, Texas. Dr.
Everett B. King, Counselor for
the Foundation of the Synod of
Texas, and Rev. Gordon
D.
Casad, pastor of the Greenville
Kavanaugh
Methodist
Church,
conducted the service. Internment
was in the city's Memoryland.
Beverly is survived by her husband, pastor of the Grace United
Presbyterian
Church, Norman
W. TAYLOR
('54), two sons,
Peter Leigh, and Norman Jr., her
paron ts, Mr. and Mrs. P. L.
Swank, and her sister, Shirley
LINES ('50).
Sandy Morrison HAMILTON,
Whitworth graduate of 1959, died
April 23, 1964, of a kidney infection. She leaves her husband,
Richard james HAMILTON,
a
Whitworth grad of 1958.

Seattle
The Seattle Alumni Club held two meetings during
April. The first was held prior to the Whitworth College Choir Concert April 5 and was staged at Wedgwood Presbyterian Church with the Rev. Robert Chamness acting as host and chairman of the Seattle steering
committee. There were 40 alums in attendance to hear
Director Arne Stueckle's announcements
about the
progress of the college.
The second meeting of the Seattle area club was held
April 22 at the home of the Rev. Robert Chamness
with 12 alumni attending. Stueckle gave a brief background for development of a Seattle area club. It was
decided at the meeting that the Seattle alumni needed
a challenging project which would stimulate interest
in the college. Several projects were suggested and
although no definite action has been determined, it has
been decided that Stueckle would coordinate the projects
with the total program of the college.

CLUBRIEFS
Tacoma
Following the Whitworth College Choir presentation
in Tacoma, director of alumni activities, Arne Stueckle,
held a meeting with Tacoma area alumni, April 1.
Plans were made for an organizational meeting, and a
picnic was scheduled for June 20 with the Rev. Robert
I. Grove and Mr. and Mrs. Pete (Norma) Bennett
making the detailed arrangements.

Portland
Fifty alumni from the Portland area attended a meeting at Obie's Restaurant, March 6, to hear "The Whitworth Story" via slides and tape. Arne Stueckle entertained a question-answer
period. Mal Bolen presented
the background for planning of the future of the club
in the Portland area. Robert "Peanuts"
Roach was
elected president and instructed to select his own executive committee. A picnic has been scheduled for June
6 as one of a series of coming events.

HONEST TO GOD

(YATES)

naive view. Human nature requires a re-birth, not a retread, a change in kind, not degree. The hard truth is
that the unregenerate
being while capable of acts of
kindness, even self-sacrifice, is "not able not to sin" as
Augustine said. Robinson is absolutely right when he
tells us that love must motivate our conduct, but the
New Testament speaks of a divine agape received in
regeneration from God which gives power (dunamis)
to love even one's enemies. What is sorely needed
today is a greater demonstration of this same love.
(RICHARDSON)
so that what is end can be separated from what is
means. Armed with these questions and some tentative
directions they supply, the Bishop attempts to pick the
lock we have put on our minds.
Honestly now, he seems to be saying, would anyone
dare think that his conception of God or any single
theological system "wrapped God up"? Don't we have
to face the fact that for the world our conceptions and
explanations have been somewhat inadequate? Have we
offended our own intelligence, as well as the intelligence of others, by defending a means rather than an
end? Honestly now, doesn't it begin to appear that we
must think and talk about God differently than we
have been doing? In the light of the twentieth century
world, is the conceptual apparatus of the first, second,
or even nineteenth century adequate? Can't we ever
add to or change our ideas about God without losing
our faith?
The controversy has arisen out of questions like these,
and, if we hesitate before this type of query, we must
honestly discover the reasons for our hesistancy with
deeper personal examination. Do we secretly fear that
our God is too "other" to be relevant in contemporary
terms for this life and this world? Are we afraid of new
questions because it may show our answers to be too
other-wordly for them? Or, has the limitation of our
conceptions become an absolute part of the Christian
gospel? Are people, who may honestly question the
adequacy of our conceptions, made to believe those
conceptions are gospel too? Because they mayor must
reject our pattern of explanation, are they then forced
to reject God also? And finally we must ask whether
we have decided, somewhere deep within us, that the
threat of opening our minds to new ideas of God is so
fearful, so heretical, that we will trade our freedom to
conceive anew for the certainty
of time-honored
explanations that are slightly irrelevant to today's life.
We must remember that while the familiar may bring
us comfort, it may bring confusion to another because
of lifelessness. God is not dead, but our way of talking
about Him may be .
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Coming Events
June 9· July 17
First Session Summer School

July 6·10
United Presbyterian

Youth Synod

July 19·25
United Presbyterian

Synod Leadership School

July 20· August 28
Second Session Summer School

Miss ~dith Thomason
W. 424 Park Place
Spokane 17, Washingto~

July 27.31
Methodist School of Missions Conference

September 14·17
Registration Fall Semester

September 18
Classes Begin

Coming next October and February
Clip and return this panel with your name and
address to the public relations office, to reserve
your copy of, A YEAR OF SUNDAYS, a compilation of daily devotionals edited by Mark Lee
from the sermons of the late Dr. Frank F.
Warren, and Alfred Gray's exhaustive, pictorial
book, THE HISTORY OF WHITWORTH
COLLEGE.

Only YOU Can Tell Her!!
To insure that your copy of the Campanile Call continues to reach you, Barbara, our addressograph gal,
has asked the post office to send her all address changes
for undeliverable mail. She moans (and so do we)
every time she pays 10 cents for such changes. You can
relieve her pain by notifying her yourself of an address
change-simply
clip and note the change on the address
panel from this cover. Barbara says we ought to spend
that lO cents in editing a better magazine-we agree.

